APPROVED: Meeting No. 38-83
ATTEST:
MAYOR AND CUUNCIL
ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND
MEETIRG NO. 3783
Kovember 21, [8H3

The Mayor and Council of Rockville, Maryland, convened in executive session, ivo
the City Manager’s Conference Roow, Rockville City Hall, Marylend at Vissor Btreet,
on Monday, November 21, 1983, at 7:{00 pon,, te discuss litigastion.

There being no further business to come before the Mayor and Council in
grecutive session, the meeting was adiourned.

The Mayor and Couneil convened in general session in the Council Chamber,
Rockville City Hall, Marvland at Vinson Street, Rockville, Maryland, on Monday,
November 21, 1983, at KO0 pama

PREBERT

Mayor Jobn R. Freeland

Coumceilman Steve Abranms Councilman Douglas Duncan
Councilwoman Vicls Hovseplan Councilman John Tyner, 11

The Mayor in the Chair.

in attendance: ity Manager Larry Blick; Cicy Clerk Helen Heneghan; City
Attorney Psul Glusgow.

%e: ity Hanaper's Report

Mr, Blick reported the following:

1. Since the Mavor and Council began the program of mailing agendss there have
heen 34 requests. '

2. Public Informatrion OFfficer Sue Patterson has been slected Chairman of the
Government Section of the Public Relations Society of America. it is a 500 member
section composed of persons who work with federal, state and local governments, in
publiz information and public affairs positions. $She was also vecently elecred bo &
three year position on the Board of Diresctors of the 500 member National Capital
Chapter of PHEA.

3. The public is invited to watch artist Judith Inglese work on the final
stage of her ceramic mural on the wall of the natatorium of the Rockville Swim Qenter
addirion tomorrow frow & teo 7. Installastion is expected fo be compleizsd by
Thanksgiving.

Councilwoman Hovsepian commented that it is geood to see the staff recognized in

the manner of Mrs, Patierson.
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Countcilwan Tyner sald that the ombudsman task force has been working.

hecoming later this evening.
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#e: {lorrsspondencs
Mayor and Council noted the following ivems of corrvespondence:
Letrers re Project Go

Carol T« Coben, re uneighborhood concerns

Councilman Duncan asked 1f the staff has been in touch Ms. Coben. He added

that a better notification process should be used. Councilwoman Hovsepian
agreed and sald this is the second time this communication matter hag been
mentioned. Councilman Duncan agreed and said probably the police and fire

department should talk to each other more often., Councilman Tyner said thisz

particular matier has worked out but police should wotify a local
association when an adverse activity is taking place in the seighborhood.
The City Manager said he will see thar letters ave written.
Senator Sarbanes re Metro
Verda Rexyoth, ve Maryvale development
Ch&yieﬁuﬁhaxt@ re Convecation
B. & M, Hackman, re woving 2 fire hydrant
#e: Informavrion Jiems
Mayor and Council noted the following items of information:
Information on contract awards F/83 -~ 9783
Copy of Community Clinic Quarterly Reporv:
Response Lo Suburban Maryland Howe Bulldiers complaint on slump tests
Superintendent’s letter ve Maryvale bus service
Information on Julius West Middle School
Copy of letter to Counly re North Farwm
Letter to residents re Argyvle/Monvoee Development
Memo re {ateway Alternative School
Memo re Sunday Dioner Frogran
Councilwomwsan Hovsepian said she is sorry to ses that the restauvant is
closing., Does the staff have any news of replacement? The Clty Managery
gaid not at this time,
Firvst (Quartey Bzpenditure Analysis
Memo re CATYV Externsl Housing

Councilman Duncan asked 1f there is any gdditional information this. ¥r.

Hobbs explained what this external housing will be and the fect that Tribune
United is looking to 8 back yard locvation wherever it is feasible., Where it

is not, the housing will be placed in the right of wav. Onpe third of the
City will be wired underground, Councilman Duencan asked if it is gasgéﬁiﬁ
to regquive they be placed in the back vard. HMy. Hobbs said that the legal
staff is looking into this. The Mavor asked that the Mavor and Council be
kept informed.

A report
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Re: Cicizen's Forum
The Mayvor opened the meeting to those ﬁiéiz&ﬁg who wished to address the Mavor
and Council.
There being noe cltizen wishing to be hward, the Mayor clossd the £§§i£§ﬂ§ﬁ forum
portion of the mesting.
Hes: Decisions and
Tnstructiong to staff ve
X-B7-83,
Covenant/Schiavone
Armexation
Councilwoman Hovaseplan sald she has a problem with this property since, regard-
legs of the zoning, 1t will add traffic to Rit. 28 and unpil suoch time the rosd
situstion is improved there the development is a bad ides. Bhe sald alibough she
would like to gee it In the {lvy she sees no solution 1o tvhis problem. Counciiman
Duncan sald be feels it should stay zoned residential. Councilwan Tyoer asked HMr.
Cotra, Traffic Engineer, to elaborate on the traffic considerations. Mr. Cutro
briefed the Council looking at the four access points and noted that vesidential
zoning with access frowm Beily Court would be the best solution; however the nelighbor-
hood is opposed to it. Office zouning could not use Emily Drive for an entrance,
Entering from Hurley Avenue througb the Collingswood site would not be s problesm for
homes, bur the land is Qﬁﬁaé by s&m@%éﬁy slse,  In orvder for an eptrance to be made
at Warts Branch a bridge would have o be built over the 100 wear flood plain., That
too would be for residential zoning. As to entering Ri. 28 and Reseaveh 1t would be
a major traffic problem whethey it be residential or office. The Watts Hranch plain
there needs to be improved to six lanes and the bridge aslone would cost aboul
$120,000. Even with that iwmprovement it would still only operate at level U and it
is not a good {dea and should be svolded. He showed the Mavor and Councll a map and
elaborated on these points. Councllman Abrsms asked what the impact woold be I the

Mayer snd Council assume Ri. 28 will be relocated. #r. Davis explained thst the

situation becowes more confusing with one alignment but beiter with apother. Jouncllman

Duncan said the application reguests {1 Zoning with access off Rt. 28, 1t would
seem to him that the onus shouvld be on the aspplicants to aslter their application,
since any other action by the Mayor and Council would only prolong the process,.
Councilwoman Hovseplan saild the application was hased on a specific zoning and ghé
cannot vote for development until the road situation gets better. &he sald she is
more than wiiling to annex the property but not with office zoning. Councilman
Abrams asked the impact of the gas transmission line if it is developed as
residential, Mr. Devis explained it is necessarxy for g 50 ft. setback betweewn gﬁ@‘j

gas line and development. Councilman Abrams asked if that is sconowmically feasible
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and can it be done asthetically. Mr. Davis sald only through the PRU process and
townhouses might be the answer. Given the topography, asccess and the gas line theve
could be a yield of thivty-six units. If they establish the isclation criteria they
could increase the density. Councilman Tyner asked 1f it were to be annexed, zoned
R~90, what would be the applicants options. Mr. Glasgow outlined the process of
acceptance or rejection with a referendum. He noted, for the benefit of the Louncil,
that there are two independent questions being considered, the oneg acnexatlon and the
other zoning. Councilwoman Hovseplan reiterated her concern with the traffic for any
development. She stated that if the parcel were developed under the R-TH zone,
suggested 28 a financially feasible vesidential alternative, the level of traffic
genevrated would be unacceptable on Emily Drive.

Mayor Freeland said residential development is beyood the econcmics of the
property due to the cost of access. He will not support additional traffic ioto that
street network. He would rather deny it completelyv then be forced with undoing
problems at a later date. 1t would seew to him that a decision on the clrcumsiances
as they exist today is short-sighted. He would prefer to look to the object of
changing the road network and once the property is annexed the developer would assist
the City with bringing pressure to bear to change the road network. He gaid the
property can be annexed and additional conditions added to make the developer a
partner of the City. Somewhere along the line, Montgomery County will resone this
sroperty to the City's satisfaction or not. He added that this is the girv's chance
to control it and five vears from now a wrong decision can cause wmuch grief. He
suggested the Council look to O~1 Zoning with a contract spelling out the conditions.

Councilman Duncan moved, duly seconded, to instruct the staff to prepare the
necessary legal documentation to deny the application, The motion passed,
Councilmembers Duncan, Hovsepian and Typer voting ave and Mayor Freeland and
Douncilman Abrams votlng nays

Kes  Adoption of
Ordinance: Te grant,
clobins’ Application,
SCA-46~83, Shaffer,
%§§§iaaﬁi? Bouic

roele

Ordinance No. 40-83

on motion of Councilwoman Hovseplan, dulv secondsd and vnanimously passed,
ordinance No. 40-83, the full text of which can be found in Ordinance Book No. 11 of
the Mayor and Coupcil, grenting im part Street Clesing Application, SUA-46~83, was
adopted by the Mayor and Council.
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Re: Introduction of Resolution: 7o
amend the Charter of the City of
Rockville so as to amend the
g@?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi provisions of the Chartey

y iimiiin§ the prohibitions agaiust
various political activities to only
such political activivy velating to
City elecrions, Clty public office,
and City political issues,

On motion of Councilman Abrams, there was introdoced upon the table a resolution
amending the Charter of the City Rockville so as to awmend the personnel provisions of
the Charter by limiting the prohibitions against various political activities to only
such political activity relating to City elections, City public office, and ity
political issues, sald resolution to be the subject of a public hearing on Monday,
December 12, 1983, at B30 p.m.

Re: Arteyy Bond Issuer a) Maver &
Covncil approval of ezecution of
agreement between the Uity and the
Arvtery Organization; b} Mavor &
Council scknowledgensnt of Letter of
Intent frow New Sumwli Assoclates
Limited Payrtnership; o) adoption of
Resoplution: To asuthorize the
issuance of tax exempi bonds in an

amoont noet to esxcesd §HI, 300,000,

A, Mavor ami Councll Approval of Execution of Agreement bebtween the City and the
APTEYY UrFAN{ETIOn

At dvs meebting of August 29, 1983, the Mavor and Councll asgreed o approve the
request to the Artery Organization to scguire and rehsbilitate the Summit Apartments
utilizing tax exempt bonds.

It was originslly intended that the reguisite bonds would be issued by the
Housing Authoviry of the City of Rockviile. accordingly, the Housing Authority, on
September 7, 1983, adopted an inducement resolution which gave preliminary approval
to the financing plan for the acguisition and rebablilitation activities.

On Tussday, Septewmber 27, 1983, the Housing Avihoirey conducted a public beariag
to discuss the possible issuance of an estimated 310,300,000 in bonds to finance
costs to “Acquire, Construct and Bguip a Multifamily Housing Project consisting of

5

approkimately 235 Dwelling Units.... In ovder for the project to progeed, it will be

necessary for the Mavor and Council tfo:

. Approve the sgxecution of the agreement between the ity of Rockville and the
Artery (rganization regarding the conditions to be met hy &?iﬁ?g in
undertaking the project. That agreemaent is belng reviewed by the City
Atrorney for Form and content.

b. Acknowledge acceptance of the Letter of Intent from New Summit Associstes
Limited Partnership.

¢ Adopt a vesclution aubhorizing the issuance of the tax exempt bonds in an
ampunt nof to exceed §10,300,000.
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On motion of Councilman Abvams, duly seconded and unaniwously passed, the Mayor
and Cmuéail approved the execution of the agreement between the City of Rockville and
the Artery Organization. Councilwoman Hovsepian asked if it wmight be possible to use
gsome of the monies to further reducs the cost of moderate income uniis, My, Horne
said this would be a fuiure decision of the City working with the Artery
organizgation,

B, Mavor & Council Acknowledgement of Letter of Intent from Kew Summit Associates
LImIted ParTTerihiy

On motion of Councilman Abrams, duly seconded and wsnanimously passed, the MHayor
and Council acknowledged scceptance of Letter of Intent frow New Bummit Associates
Limited Partnership.

Resolution No. 29-83

On motion of Councilman Abrams, duly scconded and upanimously passed, Resclution
No. 29-873, the full text of which can be found in Resolution Book No. 7 of the Mayor
and Council providing for the issuance and sale of $310,300,000 bonds, was approved by
the Mayor and Council.
Hets  Approval of TOMA
Neferved Compensation
Plan

Resclution Ho. 30-#3

On motion of Councilman Duncan, duly secomded and snanimously peassed, Resolution
No. 30=83, the Full text of which can be found in Resolution Hook No. 7 of the Mayor
and Council adopting revisions Lo the TCMA Deferred Compensation Plap was approved by
the Mavor and Council.
#er  Award of Uontract:
Bid He. 25-84, Hater
Treatment Plan
{larifier
The subiect Invitation for Bid was for the purpose of obtalning a contractor to
sandhlast and clean one of the Water Trespment Plen c¢larifiers and 1o repaint the
clarifiser.
Bids were opensd on October 12, 1983, at 4:00 pome dn the Board and Commission

BEout.

tmly two bids werse received in response Lo the IVB:

Kilicos Painting Company, Inc. $548,000.00
Eastwood Painting Cowpany £49,200.00
Engineer's estimate S5, 004000

As is evident, rhere is 2 $34,300.00 or over Z00% difference betwesn the

Engineer's estimate and the low bid. The estimate was based on prices received by
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the City for the same work performed under similar circumstances five years ago and

adjusted to reflect inflation.

Tt iz not essentisl that the City procesd with this contract at this tiwme,

fased on the above-referenced information, it is recowmwended that all bids be

rejected and the project be re-hid in late March or eavly April for completion of the

work in May when the demand for this type of work is less heavy and there is less

difficulty in complying with the work deadlives.

tn motion of Councilman Tyner, duly seconded and enanimously passed, Bid No. 25~

84, was rejected by the Council as the staff recommended.

He:

Work Session and
fnstructions to stalf
re Propossd Sign
Grdinange

As per the Mayor and Council's request, stall has reviewed the public hearing

record on the proposed new sign regulations {(T-36~83). The following Is a summary of

the testimony {where specific action was requested) by geneval tople, with comments

or recommendations where appropriate.
o Govermmeni Signs

- Dy, John Law, 104 West Jefferson Strest
-~ Jennie M. Forehand, 717 Spallwood Road

They noted that government is the wmost flagrant wviolator of sign
estherics, placement, and conformity; and that such signg are not

povered in the proposed ordinance.

Comment ~ The sign r&guﬁ&ﬁi@ﬁ§§ as with all zoning
BraThances, are intended o control private land usse.
The proposed regulations (Section 3~603 D) specifically
EXeWpL any & erectesd by or at the divection of sy
EOVET nt | hawing %&xigﬁimﬁﬁﬁ pwey the sroperty
or right~of-way op which It is located.

The Mayor and Council sccepted the staff recommendation.

g Political Signs

Perer Hartogensis, 36 Grehsrd Way Seouth
Richard Arkin, 525 Lynch Street
RBockville Chamber of Jommerce

Jennie M. Forehand, 712 Smallwood Road

[ A

1. A 15 foor sign setback for political signs in a residentisl

zone is too restrictive. Mo othey vemporary signs bave

sethack reguiremgnis.

2. A wine foolt tobel sign avea for political signs on g
residential property is too restrictive.
Lo t ~ although the format has changed, the
i) Fal sign regulations la the ygmggsaé code are
dentical to those aﬁ@gﬁ@é by the Mayor and Cowncil
iw 1982, It should aiso be noted that the 15 fouod
setback for political sigos is measured from the
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styeel s 80t from the property line as
with o 8. The staff has no particular
objection to the deletion of the 15 foot setback
gince Section 3-602 will still prohibit the signs
from being placed in a public right-of-way.

The Mayor and Council made no change.
Sign Maintenance snd Abandonment

=  Hteve ¥Fisher, 1014 HNeal Drive
~  Rockville Chamber of Commerce

1. Deteriorated or vandalized signs should be subject
to g municipal idnfraction fine 1f not required or
removed.

2. Signs left by former tenants should be removed,

v~ Some dewmaged signs would be covered by the
d@Tions, but only 1f they obstruet, endanger,
jmpede, or confuse traffic andfor pedestriavs. 4
sign that no lomger identifies a building, business,
2tc., on the same 1ot as the sign wousld be in viela~
tion of the ordinance {ewisting as well as proposed)
and must be removed. Siges that need routine malnte-
nance %gu@h as paint or bulbs) would B Ticult to
control.

The Mayor and Cowuncll made no change,
Board of Appeals
= Richard Arkin, 525 Lynch Street
i. HNew regulations should state what kind of review
authoricy the Board of Appesals will have over
Sign Review Bosyrd action.

2. Prohibltion on Board of Appeals action on sign
variances must be removed from present code,

nt ~ The powers and duties of the

5f Appesis sre contained in Section 2-203%a)
of the Zeming snd Planning Drdinance. This 1s an
administrative sectlion that can be amended by the
Mavor amd Council withowt filing s Text SAwendment
Application or bolding 2 public bearing. This
section will have to be amended to 11ft the
probibition on sign varlances, and alse to provide the
review suthority over the Sige Review Board. ¥7 an
appeal is taken to the Board, current established
procedures will be followed.

The Mavor and Council accepted the staff rvecommendation.

Free Standing Signs Shaped like a Person, animal, Elc.,
oY Move or have Moving Parts

~  Rockville Chamber of Commerce

Is it oecessary to prohibic s8ll such signs?
Comment - This prohibicion continues from the
PEESEDRT ordinance. Such sigos were prohibited by
an ordinance amendweni 4 number of vears agy Lo
improve the image of the Clity in general and
Bockville Pike im particular.

The Mayor and Council made no change.
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¢ Sign Logo or Emblewm
~  Rockville Chamber of Comserce

Sees no purpose in 20 percent avea limidtation for logo
or emblem on sign.

« This dsmirastion would apply @nég To
vanding sign. This limitetion is intemied

to prevent a Jloge from consuming ao entire sign.

There is oo attewpt to limit what one chooses to

ase a8 2  Logo.

The Mayvor and Council discussed the logo concept at lengih. It was their
feeling vhat therve should be a walver for registered trade marks or for any abstract
that is registered. The Havor and Gouncil agreed that the walver would be sllowsd for
the registered trade marks if & Bign Review Board agrees.
¢ Portable Signs

=  Rockville Chamber of Commerce

Rather than prohibiting portable Si§ﬁ$§ perhaps they
couid be handled on 3 case-by-cass basis.

Comment ~ Portable sipns arvre one of the most
BURETSUe vinlatione of the current code. The volume
of guch signs would make suy other form of regulation
difficuit,. The proliferation of these sipns would
have s adverse lwmpact on the image of the Qity

The Mayvor and Council accepted the stal? recomsendation.
¢ Thangeable Letfter Signs
- Rorkviile Chamber of Commerce

Questions the prohibivion of changeable letzer signs.

t ‘The proposed regulatioms prohibiz
Ble letter signs, except as specifically pro-
The exceptions are: gasolisne pricse
remperatore” signs; a theaivrs or enter—
nment establishment sign: and a major enclosed
mail sign. Any other signs would need 2 new pernlt
Before a change of text or grapbics. This type of
sign is designed to be eye-catehing; therefore, they
can be a digtraction and 2 safety issue.

£

The Mayor and Council made no change.
g Enforcoment
-~ Hockville Chamber of Commercs

1. The City should have s right to dispose of signs
at the owner's expense after it is removed and not
claimed.

2. There does not appear to be any penslity provision
for enisroement of the new regulations,

Comment — The Clity will remove only those
gigne iovnd illegally on publlc property or
right-of-way. Such signs will be retained for
three workisg dave, then disposed of. AllL
illegal sligps on private property musti be
removed by the owner.
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The sign regulations will be a part of the

Zoning and Plamning Ordinsvce and, therefors,
subject to penaltiss {wunicipal infraction and
pther civie action} already conitalined thereisn.

The penalties are adeguate 1§ effectively applied.

The Mavor and Council mede oo change.
o Permanent Identification Sizgvs for Subdivisions
«  Rockville Chawber of Commerce

The regulatisns should contain the criteria which the
Traffic Engineer must follow iu approving such signs.

- Section 3-605 42(b) provides that

Tid n of gsech sige shall be approved

&g € Engineer. The only area of review,
% ﬁf@gﬂ?ﬁﬁ given to the Traffic Eagineer is that of
pseation.

The Mayor and {ouncil sccepted the staff recommendation.
o HMiscellaneous Temporary Signs
=  Rockville Chamber of Commerce

The nropossd regulations do not address the proliferation
of certain temporary signs such as gavrage sales, lost and
found, ete. These should be allowed but removed within
24 hours of the fupction.

= The vegulations do net allow for

B8 Yvpes of signs. However, most are ounly
posted Tor a very brief peried {a few bours ov
over a weskend). Temporary miscellaneous signs
can be smong the wost nuperous violaters. day
attempt to make provisions for some of them could
resull 1o a wore difficuit sdwministrative/enforce~
ment problem.

Lomment

The Mayor and Council made no change.
o Sign Review Board

~  Rockville Chamber of Commerce
- Herman Hartwan, 125 South ¥Van Buren Styeet
-  Richard Arkin, 32% Lwnch Street

1. Several comments vegarding whether three or five
members would be wmove desirable.

2. Is there any problem with the slternate, when Vsiin§g
nel being one of the rveguired representative groups?

3. A represgntative from a chureh or synsgogus shouold
be required on the Sign Review Board.

4. The vegulations should cilearly state that the Bign
Review Board must approve signs in accordance with
the sign ordinance.

Comsent - The Sign Review Board is ?fﬁ@@&&ﬁ ta

""" BVE ThHree regular mewbers and an alternate member.

he three regelsy members must consist of one licensed
architect, one businessperson operating a2 business in
Bockville, and one resident who haz no vesisd intevest
in any business i{n Rockwville or in the sigs lodustiry.
There are no stabted gqualifications for the alternate;
thereforve, the Mayor way appeint without limitation.

A& guorum of any Lwo pesbers may conduct all business
without regard to group representation.
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The regulations give the Sign Review Board congiderable
latitude in grastisg modifications to the regulations;

howewpr, ome of the guildelines states that modification

be “without substantial jmpaireent of the inteni, pur-
pose, and integrity of the regulations.” The Sign
Review Board is also not allowed teo grant z modl ;
tion which would allow any sipgn specifically prohibited
by the regulations.

There was considerable discussion by the Plannin
Commisgion and Signe Ordinance Advisory Committee
vregarding how wmany wmembers should be om the Sign
Review Roard. With the addition of the alternate
member before fipalising ihe gzwgﬁﬁgﬁ regulations,
the ?3&%&§n§ Commission concluded that the Sign Review
Board should functios as effectively as the Boayd of
Appeals., The Board of Appeals has never failed to
have a guorum with this sesbership arvangewment.

alternate.

3

[

Aggregate Sign Area (oncerns

}.ﬁ

“ockville Chamber of Commercs

Tr ig not clear when a freestanding identification
sign will be counted in the aggregate sign area of
an indiwidual busioess or tenani.

T+ 4z not clear whether a freestonding identification

sign in the (~1 Zene will be counted In any individual’s

gign aread.

Will & changeable message sign, if freestanding, be
counted against an jndividual’s sigo avea?

nt ~ He believe the regulstiensy sre clear

T Ming sign areas for §¥&ﬁmﬁi&ﬁ§§%§ identification
signe. gnly one entity may be nemed on a Iree-
standing identTfication sign. If the sign identifies
s business/tenant, that entity is charged for the sign
area. LIf the sign contalus only the name of a centerx
or building without identifying a particular businesss
tenant, the sign area 1s not counted in the g%gr@gagﬁ
sign area of any temant. Ji should be noted that there
are other types of freestsuding signs (other than the
jdentification signs) which are not counted against

& sign area of either the building or the
enant.

iﬁéﬁwﬁ*ﬁéé

& freestanding identification sign in the (-1 Zone shall
contais only the naws of Lhe @&ﬂg@iﬁg center or the nane
g located. Bo individ-

ofthe nelghborboodin which it
aal temant may be nased. Therefore, there is no seed
for an aggregate sign ares reguivement.

Changeable wmessage signs eye subject to separate regula-
tion. Whether freestamding or bulldiog mounted, it will
he commted in the sign area allowsnce of whoever erecis

the sign.

The Mayor and Council made no change.

Building Mounted Signs

1.
2

Bockville Chambeyr of Comperce

What does “pedestrian level” mean?

The meaning of the ters "frontege” iz not clear.

1983

The Council agreed the Sign Review Hoard would have three members snd one
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it -~ In the Tows Center zones and in the
F1"78%e, signs for individual businessesftenants
in a multi-tenant building shall be placed only on
"pedestrian levels.” This is intended to place the
signage where the pedestrian setivity is located.
The pedestrian sreas wmay be 2t ground level or
eglevated at various levels, and wmay be public or
rivate areas. A ?&phi& in the regulastions is
ntended to clarify this.

“"Frontage” for sign calculation purposes means any
exterior elevation of a bullding, or part thersof,
ovecupied by 2 besivess/tenant. Oraphicse are used
to indicate this: however, sinecs only two elevations
ca&é%g shown in the gta§ﬁﬁ¢§ 2 note wmay also b
neaded .

The Mayor and Councill accepted the staff recommendarion.

o Window Signs

-~  Boekville Chamber of Commerce

The 20 percent window coverage is unreasonable and should be
increased to &0 or 75 percent.

£ — Window signs, being temporary, ave

aﬁ ‘e most difficult to comtrol. Such signs
which do not exceed 20 percent of the ares of s
window unlt are esespt from vepulation., 4 merchant
may have lsargey signs, but these would be subiert
to normal sige allowance and permit reguirswments.

The Mayor and Council accepted the staff recommendaiion,
Histovric District Signs
~  Rockville Chambey of Commerce

Are sigos in the histovic districis conrvolied by the
Historic Distyict Commission or the Sign Review Board?

c

L = Signs in the historic disgrier are

EFY vo all the regulaticss of the sign code,

they must meel with the final approval of

Bistoric Dstrict Cromiszion, One board would

i&&ﬁﬁv&%?iﬁ@ the other. Ap applicant must satisfy
e 1481 P ’

The Mavor and Council made no change.
Ordinance Review

-  Ropkwille Chamber of Commerce

The pew regulations should be rveviewed after twos vears
by scaff and 8 citizens committes.

pasible that deficiences ox

Uities will be found after sowe sxperience

with the new regulations. This can be anticipsted

with such 2 comprebensive amendment and should not

distract from the major work effort that has gﬁﬁ@
into this project. ¥We will be prepaved to take
%@mgg corrective sction as soon as any major probe
em is identified.

The Mavor and Council made no change.
Liberalizing 8Sign Urdinance

-~ Kenneth Diffenderfer, B304 MacArthuy Roulevard



Meeting No. 37-83 ] G wNovember 21, 1981

Would like to improve the business environment of
Rockville by liberalizing any sign grdinance.

nt — With only a few exceptions, the
FEOPOREd regulations are moye iexible and allow
more signe than the curvest regulatious.

The Mayor and Council accepted the staff recommendation.
o Church and Synagogue Bigns
w  QGerald Williams, First Baptist Church

Signs for churches and synagogues should he larger
rhan the 24 sguars feet allowed.

" nt ~ The proposed regulations will
IHEFEAEe bthe area of such signs from 16 sguare
feet to 24 sguare feet {ome Tor each &tvest
fromtagel. This is congidered a standard size
by the sign industry. 1If a levrger wige is
needed at a partieslar site, due to unusual cir-
cumstances, the Sign Review Board would be able
to consider granting a modification.

The Mavor and Council accepted the staff recommendation.
o Residence Identification and Home Occupation
-  Richard Arkin, 525 Lynch Sireet

Regquiring only opne sign to inciude 21l street numbevs,
family identification, and home occupation informatiocn

is too restrictive.
¥ ¢t -~ The present ordinaoce allows one,
#re inch silgn for street sumber and residence
identification, and one, 100 sgyuare inch sign for
B occupation. The proposed regulations would
allow one sign of 150 square inches to be used foy
all residential sign purposes. '

To give some %i&xi%%iitg vhe sraff suggpests that
this requirement be mod Fied to allow a sign or
signs with a total area of 130 square inches.

The Mayor and Council accepted the sratf recommendation.

o Residential Special Exceptious
- Staff

Comment - The proposed vegulations provide that the
] ~Gf Appeais shall approve all signs for special excep~
fon uses in residentisl zones as part of the special excep-
tion approval process. Since there will be vo standards
contained in the ordinance, existing special exception uses
may have some difficulty i¥ & new or additional sign is
desired. This vegulation could also make all signs for

existing residentlal &gﬁaiai ax@&g&im@& nonconforning and
subject to removal {this was not ntemiad).

The staff suggests that a "grandfather” provision be
added to Section 3606 B so that residential special
exceptions, walid on the date of adoprtion of the now rege
lations, way have the following options:

4. Haintain existing sigps or erect new signs that comply
with the previous ordinance; or

b. Apply to the Board of Appeals, using standard special
exception amendment procedures, for any sign as may
be approved by the Board.



Meeting No., 3/-B3 ] g Movember 21, 1983

The Mayor and Council accepted the staff recommendation.
The ordinance will be introduced at the Mayor and Council meeting on
December 12 along with the resplution on fees. The ordinance will take affect on
July 1, 1984,
Ke: HNew Business
1« Louncilman Dupncan noted that the Wootton Volleyball tesm, the Rockville
Soccer Teaw and the Richard Montgomery Fileld Hockey team sre in the State finals. He

asked that these teams be brought in for x&sagaitian by the Mayor snd Council,
Councilwoman Hovseplan suggested that the Natlional Merit Semi~Finslists also he

honored in this manver. Mavor ¥Freeland said tbhis would be an excellent idea to honor
these young people and it would possibly lncrease competition among schools. He
azked that the Commission on Public Education be involved in iniviting these studsnts
to avoid oversights. The Council agreed such an event should take place whenever an
cecasion arises to warvant it.

2. The ity Manager sald 528,000 was bdudgeted from the SWM account for pond
dredging at the golf course. A good desl of run off has been recelived into the ponds
from the Red Gate Inéuétrﬁaz Tract. It will be necessary bo dredge two dry ponds and
two wel ponds &l a total cost of $70,000. The Mavor and Council agreed that the
money could be reappropristed from the BWHM contribution fund,

Be: Ezecultive Bession

On wmotion of Councilman Abrams, duly seconded and unanimously passed, the

meeting was closed for executive session to discuss personnsl and litigation.
Re: Adiocurnment

Thers being no further business fo come before the Council in execurive session,

the wmeeting was adiouvrned at 12:23% p.m. to convene again in geneval sesslion on

Monday, bDecember 12, 1983, at 8:00 p.m. or at the call of the Mayor.



